required to make by-laws for common lodging-houses, dealing, inter alia, with the notification of any case of infectious disease occurring therein, and the taking of precautions against the spread of disease (sect. 80). By the same statute it is made an offence for a person while suffering from any such[disorder wilfully to expose himself in a public place without taking proper precautions against spreading the disorder, or to enter a public conveyance without notifying the owner, conductor, or driver thereof that he is so suffering (sect. 126). It is also an offence for a person being in charge of anyone suffering from such a disorder to expose him in a public place without taking similar precautions. To expose such a person on the highway is also indictable at common law. A public conveyance in which a person suffering from any such disorder has been carried must be disinfected immediately afterwards (sect. 127 ). An Where the Infectious Disease (Prevention) Act, 1890, has been adopted, sect. 5 of that Act, which is substituted for sect. 120 of the Act of 1875, above referred to, provides for the notice to the owner or occupier being given by the clerk without referring to the local authority. It The inability to cleanse, etc., need not arise from poverty ; it may arise from want of proper appliances. The superiority of the provisions of sect. 5 of the Act of 1890 over the corresponding provisions of sect. 120 of the Public Health Act, 1875, is very great. In the first place, they insure that the notice to disinfect shall be served on the owner or occupier immediately after the receipt by the clerk to the sanitary authority of the certificate of the medical officer of health or other medical practitioner. In the second place, they give the owner or occupier an option, which must be exercised within twenty-four hours, of determining whether he will do the disinfecting himself, or leave it to the sanitary authority to do it for him at his cost. In most cases the work of disinfecting can be done better and more cheaply by the officers of the sanitary authority than by private individuals ; and in the interests of the public health, as well as those of the owner or occupier, it is desirable that it should be done by these officers. The Public Health Act, on the other hand, imposes a fine on any owner or occupier who leaves the work to be done by them. In the third place the Public Health Act merely requires the house, room, or articles to be disinfected, and in no way secures that the disinfection shall be effective. Sect. 5 of the Act of 1890, on the other hand, requires that the disinfection shall be to the satisfaction of the medical officer of health, and gives the officer of the sanitary authority power to enter the house for the purpose of carrying the section into effect.
(To be continued.')
